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DIGEST

1. General Accounting Office will not consider complaint
that protester lost the competition because in preparing its
bid it used a high quotation from a prospective subcontractor
the protester later discovered was affiliated with the firm
that submitted the low bid. Since the government had no part
in the subcontractor's actions or the protester's bidding
decision, the matter essentially involves a dispute between
private parties, and therefore is not a matter to be resolved
through the bid protest process.

2. Decision as to whether a prospective contractor is
responsible is within the discretion of the contracting
officer, and GAO will not review an affirmative determination
in that regard except in limited circumstances.

DECISION

Blair Electrical Construction, Inc., protests the award of a
contract to Electrical Systems Engineering (ESE), the low
bidder under Department of the Navy invitation for bids (IFB)
No. N62474-86-B-8077. Blair asserts that while preparing its
bid Blair was convinced by General Switchgear, a potential
subcontractor, to use General Switchgear's quotation in lieu
of a lower one from another subcontractor. Blair states that
it discovered after bid opening that General Switchgear was
affiliated with ESE, and protests that it would have sub-
mitted a bid lower than ESE's had it used the lower quota-
tion, i.e., Blair would have won the competition but for the
unfair competitive actions of General Switchgear and ESE,.

We will not consider the protest. Clearly, the government
had no part in General Switchgear's actions or in Blair's
decision to use a higher subcontractor guotation that it
otherwise would have. As such, the matter involves a dispute
between private parties for resolution through litigation,
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not the bid protest process. See Monarch Engineering Co.,
B-218374, June 21, 1985, 85-1 C.P.D. § 709; DelRocco & Sons,
Inc., B-218314, Mar. 22, 1985, 85-1 C.P.D. 4 339.

To the extent Blair's allegation might have an impact on
ESE's eligibility for award, it involves ESE's responsibility
as a prospective contractor. Federal Acquisition Regulation,
48 C.F.R. § 9.104 (1985). The decision as to whether a firm
is responsible is with the discretion of the contracting
officer, and our Office will not review an affirmative
determination in that regard except in limited

circumstances. 4 C.F.R. § 21.3(f)(5) (1986).

dismissed.
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